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Since the March 22, 1984 ISS Inspection of this facility, this writer has 
spent considerable time and effort toward clarifying several points concerning 
alleged violations. One of those areas deals with the discharge of collected 
runoff. (Subtitle G, Subpart N, 725.402(b)). 

I have discussed this point with Bob Stone, USEPA, Illinois State Implementation 
Officer and also consulted the May 19, 1980 Federal Register. Referring to 
page 33211, (copy attached), it 
to waters of the United States, 
apply for an NPDES permit under 
able to determine the existence 
recommend that this facility be 
permit". 

states that "if collected run-off is discharged 
owners or operators of facilities must have or 
the Clean Water Act". Since I have not been 
of any language to the contrary, I must 
required to "have or apply for an NPDES 
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djitchei. culverts, qr t^'^''» "Ttig capacity 
oi diversion atructures should be 
determined by the otvner or operator 
considering »ite topography, size of 
drainage area, and size of the active 
portions. 

Comments were received suggesting 
thst the proposed standards be modified 
to allow the owner or operator the 
flexibility to either divert surface water 
run-on or colJect and treat all of the 
surface run-off. aa long as Qean Water 
Act eflluent limitations were complied 
with. The Agency disagrees. EPA 

SlVHeveTDlHl.ludia Itaftdard allows the 
unnecessaryInTmrauon ot water into 
tlvB landfiH, ' ' — 
""The Agency has determined that 
diversion of run-on is appropriate for 

. inclusion In the interim status standards. 
Run-on control is for active portions 
oriily.̂ i ne y\f;ency expects tliat ftTTPon 
dT^rsion structures, where needed 
because of topography, will most likely 
be earthen dikes or berms. or ditches, 
which can be erected with earth moving 
equipment commonly found at landfills. 
Tliese structures can be temporary, and 
can move with the active portions as 
material is added to the UndGIL Such 
stinictures cctn be designed and 
maintained adequately during interim 
status without case-by-case review by 
permitting officials. .̂  

A 12 month delay is allowed for 
compliance mth tUs requirement so 
that operators will have adequate timie 
to make any necessaiy topographic and 
hydrologic determinations and complete 
construction. 

3. Contaminated Surface Water JJun-
Off. Requirement^for collecting and 
managing contaminated surface water 
run-off were not included In the 
proposed interim status standards, but 
were proposed in the genera) standards 

^ } 

in t S 250.43(c) and 250.4S-2(b)[8). 7 ^ 
ob>[ective wiis tQ reduce the CJ^yntlP' ^"' 
off-site migration of conta^'nn**"^ " ^ • 
ofi to land or lo waters olthe United. 
States. 1 ber: Have t>een « number of 
diimage indidents caused by ' . ' 
mismanaged or oncontroUed*' ' .' 
contaminated lim-off from landfills. Ten 
of these incidents tirt briefly described 
and referenced in the land^--
background docomenL These damage 
cases demonstrate that run-off from 
active portions of hazardous waste 
hwdfills can cause serious adverse 
inripacts to Itmd and surface waters. In 
contaminatliag streams, run-off ^ m 
landfills frecjuently results in fishkills 
and destruclion of other aquatic life. 
During the period 1B63-1974. forty-seven 
•eparate fislildlls caused-by run-off from 
waste disposal were recorded by EPA. ' 
Based on thi s evidence. EPA beUeves 
that H is linpterative that run-off fron^ 

active portions of hazardous waste 
landfills be controlled during the interim 
status period. — 

Furthermore, control of run-off from 
active portions of hazardous waste 
landfills is presently a widely accepted 
and relatively simple practice. As of 
January 1979, all but two States 
specifically require in their solid or 
hazardous waste regulations control of 
run-off from at least the active portions 
of all off-site landfills. 

Rtm-off control is accomplished by (1) 
minimizing run-off and (2) collectitig and 
managing run-off from active portions. 

" Run-off fs minimized by (1) preventing- -
run-on. (2] minimizing the size of the 
active portion, and (3) preventing 
disposal of liquid wastes in the landfill 

"Hiere are two basic types of landfiU 
operations: trench method and area fill 
method. By design, almost all trenches, 
and area fills using depressions or pits, 
control most run-off because of surface 
contours (i.e.. liquids that come into 
contact with the waste generally 
infiltrate rather than run-off). Area fjjls 
which do not use depregsjpny ^ 
operated by building a berm or dike on 
tlie low elevation side to contain any -
run-oii. However, when iandiills using 
either the trench or area methods 
become large and substantiaUy above 
grade, both run-off and leachate seeps, 
which often occur on the outer slopes of 
the nil, need to be collected Run-off 
which does emerge from active portions 

- may be collected by ditches, berms. 
dikes, and culverts which direct it 
(sometimes by sump pump) to surface 
impoundments, basins, tariks. or 
treatment facilities. Tliese coUection 
devices may consist of temporary 
structures aroimd active portions. Since 
run-off usually has been in contact with 
waste or leachate aeeps bom active 
portions, and since run-off sometimes if 
collected via a leachate coUection 
system, it is usually contaminated. Xlius, 
it is usually imposaijfrlfr •" rtifToronHntt. 
betweeri rninwafer run-off and leachate 
run-off at the active portion of a landfilL-
ijecause ot ttiis, tiie proposed definition 
of "run-ofP*, which was "that portion of 
precipitation that drains over land. . .**, 
has been revised to "any rainwater, 
leachate, or other liquJd that drains over 
land. . .". This change indicates that 
more than just precipitation must be 
collected. 

Once collected, a number fff nptinn« 
exis t for fa-gatmg-aTtTt-Tttspnslny n f n ^ n . 
off. T h e s e nrp thy <inmp npHnnt r f^ i rh 
exist for mnr[agin|^liquid wastes and 
leachate and include dee r _ ^ BfJWBI 
Injection, land treatoient, treatment in 
Burface impoundments (evaporation, 
aeration, ciiemical treatment etc.), 

I dewatering or mixing with an absorbent 

material and disposal In the laiidfill, 
percolation through a niterin,';; or 
attenuation medium (e.g., chanuial. du 
soil, sand), or discharge to a sewer or 
other treatment facility. 

The proposed Ipndfill slanderdi 
required that if surface water c:arne inti 
contact with the active porTi75nrol a" 
facility. It was to be colTeiiitciriinar 
managed as a hazardous waitu unless^ 
was analyzed and tound iJoTIiLEe'"-
hgy.nrtlnitf. 

The Agency received essentially no 
objections to the proposed requlremen) 

. that landfill run-off be collected and 
• treated in soma fashion. Most of fhftX2 

comments on the proposed standardis 
concerned the capacity of the treatmen 
systems or the final disposition of the 
run-off. These comments are discussed 
in the background dociunent Ifhe 
current regulation doespdt limit the 
method of treatmepl'afruJi-off. 

The regulatietffequires run-off from 
actfve noWinn^ tn ^̂ e collected. J tie ' 
collected run-off is a solid wapte from 
an industrial activity (the operation of 
the landfill) and the owner or operator 
must determine whether iii is s ™" 
hazardous waste inTcCBi'gi'nce with 
Section 2BZ.11 61 this Chapter. IfTK?" 
collected nm-on is a baziiTaovis waste i 
must be managed as a hazardijus wasti 
Even if it is not a hazardous waste, goo 
management practices may ttiil re{|uire 
some degree of treatment or use of atbt 
techniques as previously discussed, 
although such practices are not reqtiire 
by these regulations. A12 month delay 
for compliance with these regulations i' 
given so that existing facilitieii may 
construct new nin-off control lystenis i 
upgrade existing systems, including 
those for run-off treatment and dispose 
If collected run-off Is jd|Bff}iarged to J" 
waters oi the bnjted States, owners py,, 
operators oT taciiitiei muaLJia t̂fcJir 

•appIyToranTTPDESTeraiit urder ttii' 
deajt Water AcCr^ - M , ^_ 

4. Wina Vispersal. DisperseJ of 
laadfiUed hazardous wastes by wind b 
not often a problem. The Ageiicgr's ma/' 
concern tn reqidring the txinlrol of wtiac 
dispersal is large waste piles whicE .' 
constitute disposal and litius come intd< 
ttie landfUl regulations, line Agencj' ila 
aware of at least one case In which 
%vind dispersal from a pile of as't>estoa 
wastes created a health risk. It therefa 
seems prudent to reqtiire that where 
landfilled hazardous waste is subject t 
wind dispersal, the landfill he manager 
so that wind dispersal is controllccL 
Appropriate methods may vajry from 
waste to waste, and the .hgency t^eliev 
that the owner or operator of the fadU' 
Is beat able lo develop an adequate. ; 
cost-effective technique to Ru«t Ma 
requirement ' i 


